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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

YIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federat
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technelogy, | can be more than a passive recipient cf content -- | can medify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincercly,
Mark Antonson

13425 Charles St
Omaha, NE 68154
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
ear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment, That transition will be far more palatable to me as a censumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living reom. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies te hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable,

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technoleogy, 1 can be more than a passive recipient of content -- T can modify, create, and participate. T can
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onte a DVD and play it at my friend’s
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A pretlier TV
picture s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, T urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the breadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Evans Brasfield

731 N. Screenland Dr.
Burbank, CA 91505



Fileen Arena
9 Ridge Road
Old Bridge, NI ORR57
Commnissioner Michael J. Copps
I'ederal Communications Commission
5 12th Street, NW
Washington, 12.C. 20554

Dicar Commissioner Michaet ). Copps:

As a broadeast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, | urge the Federal
Commumications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag." 1 am outraged that the FCC
woutld consider a regubation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The broadeast flag is neither i my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevem me from watching dipital
broadeast television in the ways [ currently enjoy analog broadeast television—for example, it will restrict niy
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—roem and place—1o—place.

The broadeast ag will atso lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using miy choice ol
software on a plane or wam, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fricnds.

Furthermore, il computers cannot freely receive digital tefevision, how can 1 expect creative developers wo
discover new devices that cnable me to use content in exciting ways 1 haven't even thought of 7 [ value
mnovative devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were burit to open standards using inexpensive, ofl~the—shelt computer parts.

[F1he move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exeiting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment’? A prettier
preture s bardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current constuner electronics and compuer
cauipricnt. As a citizen and viewer of broadeast television, 1 urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the hroadeast tlags.

smeerely,

Fileen Arena



Wadnesday. October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, glectronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission 1o vote against the adeoption of a "broadcast flag” | am gravely concerned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television

The cigital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
cigital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
caesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yvet another device in my living rcom. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t¢ hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable

In addition, { am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the breadeast flag. With today's
technology, | can be mare than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. | can
raserd TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it intc a home movie; send an email clip of my
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program cnte a DVD and play it at my friend's
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current censumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you (o promote the digital transiticn by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
2cilia Mao

1_’24\:6 Beach St
Broomfield, CO 80620
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Wednesday, Cetober 22 2003

Commssioner Michael J Copns
445 12th Street, NW
Vastungton, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission o vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." | am gravely concermned that
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The aigitai television transition relies on convincing caonsumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
cigital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
coesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my [iving recm. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concernad about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technalogy, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can maodify, create and participate. | can
record TV to watch later clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email ¢lip of my
child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's
zpartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital televisicn does not make the public's viewing expenence more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture i1s hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital transition by
opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Amy Ryan

134% Greenwich St
San Francisco, CA 94109
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael ], Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television,

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, T can be mare than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. I can record TV ta watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child’s foctball game to a distant relative; or record a
IV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience maore
enjoyvable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly encugh reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of

broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Brian Sullivan

390 Buckley Rd
San | uis Obispo, CA 93401
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D tober 22, 20073

Comnissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street . HW

Waszhington, D C. 20054

[iezar Michael Copps,

L am writing to volce my oppositiom to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadecast
flag" technology for digital television. 4s a consumer and citizen, I fesl

stromgly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive narket for consuner electronics must be rooted in
nonufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowving movie studios tr
vt features of DTV-reception egquipment wil! enable the studics to tell
technologists what new products they san creste. This will result in products
that dom 't necessarily reflect vhat consuners like me actually want, and it could
result 1n me being charged mnore nonev for inferior functionality

It the FOOU 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to
mabez an 1nvestnent 1n DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment . I will not pay
meee: for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollvwood. Please do not

mandate broadoast flag technology for digital television Thank wou for your tine.

Sancerely,

lenn Franzman
123 Jenkins Dir

sewllle, TH 37931
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Woednesday, Octaber 22 2009

Cemmissioner Michael J. Copps
1145 121h Street, NW
Washinglon, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Conunissioner Copps.

As o consumer of broadeast television, electronies, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commissien lo vole against the adoption of a "broadcast Nag.” [ am gravely concerned thal
a hroadeast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy ielevision.

The digital television transition relies on convineing consumers of the benelits of swilching to and buving
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palalable Lo me as a consumer if switching
doesn’'t mean discarding my existing home network, buving new high-resolulion displays, and finding room
forveltanother deviee in my living reom. Please do nol allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
wmaking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

Inaddition, Fam very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadeast flag. With today's
technology. 1 ean be more than a passive recipient of content -- T can modify, ereate, and participale. | can
recard TV to walteh later: elip a small piece of IV and splice il into a home movie: send an email <lip ol my
child’s foctball gnme to a distant relative; or record a'I'V program onto a DV and play it at my friend’s
apartment. The broadeast flag scems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy.

1f the move to digital television does not make the publie's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, whal compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me lo dispense wilh all my current consumer electronies and computer
equipment. As a cilizen and consumer of broadcast television, [ urge you lo promote the digital transition by
oppesing the broadeast tlag.

Sincerely.

Robert Schumann
1318 ricia Court
Perrvshurg, OH 43551
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissioner Michael ). Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Lear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” 1 am gravely concerned
that a broadcast ftag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing hame network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, | can be more than a passive recipient of cantent -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
ef my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program ontoe a DVD and play it at my
friend’s apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by opposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Robert Yurman

12409 Ctsego Street
Valley Village, CA 91607

1850618167¢

From
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Wednesday, October 22 2009

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
145 12th Streel, NW
Washinglon, DC 20554

VIV FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps.

As aconsumer of broadeast television, clectronies, and computer produets. [ urge the Federal
Communications Commission lo vote against the adoption of a "broadeast Mlag.” L am gravely coneerned thal
a broadeast lag regulation would restriet the way I enjov lelevision,

The digital television transilion relies on convincing consumers of the benefils of swilching to and buving
digital television cyguipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displavs, and finding room
lor vel anether device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition
by making us buy special-purpese DTV deviees that are more expensive and less valuable.

in addition, T am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast {lag. With today's
teehnology, Tean be more than a passive recipient of conlent -- [ can modify, creale. and participale. [ can
record TV to wateh later: elip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of mv
child’s foaotball game to o distant relative: or record a’l'V program onto a DVD and play it at my friend’s
apartment. The broadeast flag seems designed to remove Lhis control and flexibility that 1 enjoy.

I the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more enjoyable, lexible, and
exciling, what compeiling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier 1TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
cquipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, [ urge vou to promote the digital transilion by
opposing the broadeast flag.

Sineerely,
Naven Carlton

sq06Ha Old Orehard Rd.
Harrishurg, PA 17109

18508181579

Fran:.
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Octobear 22, 2003

Zommlssloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
AAR 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 205564

Dear Michael Copps,

lam writihg to valea my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal televislon As a

consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for censumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr )
custorners. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of CTV-recepticn equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't nacessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result in me baing eharged more monay for inferior functicnality.

It tve FCC lasues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actuaily be |ess llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood Flease de not mandate
roadeast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Ra] SESHADRI

5185 Monaco Drive Apt. D
Fleasanton, CA 94588
US4
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Wednesday, October 22 2003

Commissicner Michael ). Copps
445 172th Street, NwW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE

Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, | urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” | am gravely concerned
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room
for yet another device in my living room. Please do nct allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, | am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag., With today's
technolegy, | can be more than a passive recipient of content -- | can modify, create, and participate. |
can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TY and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip
of my child’s football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my
friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that | enjoy.

'f the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible,
and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, | urge you to promote the digital
transition by cpposing the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,
Jucy Kelley

549 greenwood circle
Hurst, TX 76053
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Detober 13, 2003

Commisglonear Mlchael J. Copps
Federal Communlecations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Milchael Cepps.

am writing to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag” technclogy for digital television As a

ronsumer and eltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
acaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment willl enable the studios to tell tachnolaglsts
what hew products they cah create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mers money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actuzily be less |lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capabie recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sihcerely,

Faul Harblson

1778 Teller Street 3B
Laxewood CO 80214
USA
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October 12, 2003

Commissiener Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mlchaeil Copps,

I am wrlting to volee my opposition ta any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "breadeast flag' technology for digltal televislon. As a

sonsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights. and the Uitimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Ianovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to vets features of DTV-receptlon equipment will erable the studies to tell technologlsts
what new praducts they can create. Thig will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Hike me
actually want, and 1 could result In me being charged more meney for Inferlor functlonality.

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |kely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will net pay more for devices that lImlt my rights at the behest ¢f Hollywood Please do not mandate
proadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincaraly

Charles Ulrleh

2345 N Harrlson

Fast | ansing, M| 48823
LISA
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Oetober 17, 2003

Comumissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
443 [2th Street, NW

Wagshington. D.C, 20534

Denr Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCCumandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, eompetitive market for consumer ¢lectronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their custorers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologisty what new produsts they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what congumere ke me actually want, and it could regult in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC igpues a broadeast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will riot pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technelogy for digital television. Thank yon for your time.

Sincerely,

Stephen Anspach

12347 Aontana ave 77
Los Angeles, CA 50049
178A
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Qctober 13, 2003

Commisslioner Michael J. Cepps
Federa! Communications Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

washlngton, D.C. 20554

Dear Mlchael Copps,

| am writing to volee my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a

cansumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of 0TV

A rabust. competitive market for consumer electrenles must be rooted |h manutacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studlios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and It could resuit in me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctlonality,

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less lkely to make an nvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment. | will not pay more for devices that imlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislan. Thank yeu for your time.

Sincerely,

Lucas Lay

9532 Qakley Terrace
Irvine. CA 92812
USA
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Oetober 13, 2003

Cemmlasloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, ©.C. 20554

Dear Mlchazl Copps,

| am wrlting to volee my apposltion to any FCC-mandated adeption of "oroadeast flag" technology for digltal television As a

consumer and eltizen | feel strangly that such a palley would be bad for Innevatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer glectronlcs must be rooted in manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing mevie studles to veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment wlill enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new preducts they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result in me being charged more money tor inferior functionaiity.

If trne FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 weuld actually be less ikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment. | wil not pay more for devices that [Imlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do net mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slncerely,

Martin Remy

301 Quall Ridge Circle
Higniands Ranch, CO 80128
sa
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Deteher 13,2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20334

[ear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer tights, and the ultimate adeption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleetronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto featires of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me setually want. and it conld result in me being
charpsd mere money {or infenor functionality.

IT the FCC igsues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be lesy likely to make an investment in DTV -eapable receivers and other
equipment T will not pay more for devices that it my rights at the behest of Hollywood, Please do not mandate brondeast flag
techuology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Mike Nightingale

423 Waller w1

San Francigco, C4 94117
['Sa
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Ocrober 13, 2003

Cormmssioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Communications Comimission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, I2.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption ot "broadeast tlag" technology for digital
welevision, As a consumer and antzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adopuen of DTV,

A robust, competitive market far consumer electronics must be raoted i manutacturers' ability te mnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV -reception equipment will enable the studios o
tell technolopists what new preducts they can create. This will result in products that don't riecesranly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior
funcuonality,

[f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment, [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood,
Please do not mandate broadeast tlag technology for digital telewision, Thank you for vour tme.

Sucerely,

Grepory Walson

G2 Albion Street
Somerville, MA 02143
UsA
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Diztober 13, 2003

Coumilissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Conmunications Commission
44C 12th Street, HUY

Washington, D.C. 20554

Demy Michael Copps.

I am writing to volce ny opposition to any FCC—mandated adoption of "br
floag" technology for digital television. is a consumer and citizen, I f
strongly that such a policy would he bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV,

4 robust, comnpetitive market for consuner electronics must be rooted 1in
narifacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing novie studios to
wete features of DTV-—reception egquipment will enable the studios to tell
technologlists what nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result 1n ne being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandete, I would actually be less likely to
walez an investment ln DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. T will not pay
more for devieces that limit my rights at the bshest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tine

Sarnzerelw,

Erik Carlseen
£520 Ambrosia Dr. #5104
San Diego, Cha 92124

T54
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Oetober 13, 2003

Commissloner Michael J. Copps
Faderal Communlcations Commisslon
A4S 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writlng 1o volee my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technelogy for digital television As a

consumer and cltizen, | fee| strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, znd the ult!mate
adoptlen of 0TV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlists
what new products they can craate. This wiil result In produets that don't necessarlly reflact what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more monsay for Inferlor functionallity.

It tne FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less [Ikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology fer digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Slneerely

James Arcurl

10 Haleourt D
Flalnview, NY 11803
UsA
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Qetober 13 2003

Commissloner Michael 4. Copps
Faderal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wrlting to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a

consurer and citizen | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumet rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronies must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wiil enable the studlos to teil technologlsts
what new products they can create. This willl result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consurners llke me
actually want, and It could result In me baing charged more money for Inferior functionaiity.

it the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that (Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
wroadeast flag technolagy tor dightal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Plyush Mittal

1220 N Falroaks Ave
#4110

Sunnyvale, CA 94089
LISA
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October 13, 2003

Commlasloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C . 205564

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my oppesitlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" taechnology for dighal television As a

consumer and cltizen, | fael strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-recentlon equipment will enzble the studlos to tell technologists
what new preducts they can create. This will result In produets that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want. and i could result In me belng charged more money for infarior functlonality.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, { would actually be lass [IKely to make an Investment In DTV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment | wlll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technelogy far digital televislon. Thank yeu for your time.

Sincerely,

Matthew Hall

848 E Appletree Dr
Sandy UT 84070
L1sA
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October 13, 2003

Cornmissiones Michael J. Coppe
Federal Communications Comtnission
443 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ anl writing to voice my opposition to any FCC»-mandated adoption of "broadceast flag" technology for digital television. A a consusier
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for insiovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competilve market for congumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios (o veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the smdios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that dow't necessarily reflect what consamers like me sctuslly want, and it could result in me being
charped more money for inferior functionality.

If' the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will niat pay more for devices that limit my riphts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Micah Child

4379 golano rd
Fairfield, CaA 94533
T84



